IN THE UNITED 3TATS3 DISTRICT COUNT 
FOR TH3 3ADTSRN DISTRICT OP KISjGUHX 
JT# LOU Li # HIJ-OURI 


) 


JAKS3 S# RAY, 

Plaintiff , 

V3® | 

f 

UNITED STATES IF.PAHTMENT 0? JUSTICE | 
CONRAD BALT2, 

nefendmta* 


) Civil action O - O °f (n 3 

I 


COMPLAINT 

Comes the FLalntlff, James 3. Hay, acting pro ae, petitioning 
the court for a "Declaratory Judgment" against defend acta. United States 
Department of Justice and Conrad Baetz, alleging I 


1 # /ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION# 

(a) Jurisdiction founded on diversity of citizenship and the 

ir.ount # 

The plaintiff, James 3. Hay (hereinafter, plaintiff), la » 
citizen under operation of law of the State of hlasouri, defendant. United 
States department of Justice ( hereinafter. Department of Justice), is an , 
agency of the Federal Government having if. principal place of business in 
the District of Columblai defendant, Conrad Baetz (hereinafter, defendant 
Baetz), is a citizen of the State of Illinois. The matter in controvert 
exceedi^l exclusive of interest and costs, the sun of ten thousand doUa|. 


i 


(b) Jurisdiction founded on the existence of a federal question 
md the amount In controversy# 

The action arises under the constitution of the United 
States , Article 3 Section 2, the fourth Amendment, as hereinafter more 
miy appears. The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of Interest 
and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars. 
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(c) Jurisdiction founded on the existence of * question 
arising under particular statute* 

The action arises under the Act of, U.S.O.A* Soc* 19d3| 
28 U,S,C^A. Sec* 1343, aa hereinafter more fully appears* 

I 

(d^ Relief is also sought pursuant to the Federal Declaratory 
Judgment Act, Title 28, United Statee Code, Section 2201 and 2202* 

2* Plaintiff requests that the court issue summons pursuant to and 
accordance with Rule 4 (e (f) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure* 


3, STATEMENT OF THF CAS lit 


In April 196? Plaintiff escaped from the Missouri ^Hate 
penitentiary 1 thereafter in June 1968 plaintiff was indicted and arrested 
In the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr* homicide 1 subsequently on March 10, 1969, 
counsel representing plaintiff, Percy Foreman, obtained a guilty plea from 
the plaintiff for the State in said homicide f the day following said plea 
plaintiff, then in a legal position to dismiss Percy Foreman as counsel, 
reputed the guilty plea alleging it was obtain through fraud >nd coescion, 
and thereafter plaintiff has be*n attempting unsuccessfully to have 3rvid 
plea set aside. During the aforementioned plea the »*tate offered no motive 
on the part of plaintiff for the alleged homicide | in ad itlon, during the 


period of plaintiff’s 1967-68 fugitlvlty plaintiff received financing of* 


approximately $9*500| the State, during said plea, offered no explan?tio 


A 


\s to hole plaintiff was financed during the 1 967-68 period* 




4, That Federal & State agencies which have in one farm or -• not her 
participated in the prosecution of plaintiff in the, Martin Luther Xing Jr* 
homicide have subsequent to 1969 offered directly, or through elements 
in the print media sympathetic to government causes, the following 
explanations in respects to how plaintiff was financed during said 
1967-68 fugitivity period 1 
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A. That by an F.B.I. AIRTEL dated 8-2-68 the bureau 
indicates no identification respecting plaintiff involvnent in, 
bank burglaries, bank robberies, or major theft# 2XH— A, attached# 


I 

rallfc 


B# That shortly after said guilty plea (1969) the Attorney 
Generali far Shelby county, Tennessee, Mr. Phil M. Canale, who prosecuted 
the, Martin Luther King Jr., hooicide informed the press that..." ha hjji 
reason to believe" plaintiff trafficked in drugs while in prison and * 
sent out about $7,000, and that he later committed several robberies 
in Canada and London (England). .iXH— B, attached. 

C. That In 1972 a Novel writ ten by, Ceroid Frank, with gov^ 
csmment assistance, published by "Doubleday A Co.", Mr. Frank Alleged 
plaintiff financed himself during said fugitivity period by robbing 
"all night conveniences". 

D. That in the April 26, 1976, edition of "Time" Magazine 
another Department of Justice front person, George Kcttlllian, had published 
an Article alleging plaintiff had financed himself during 19 67-60 by 
peddling drugs in the Missouri penitentiary in the 1960*8, then smuggling 

the profits to family members for later return to plaintiff. The aforementioned 
Article wds subsequently published in Book form by t "Little Brown & Co." vlXH— B, 
attached. 

That in January 1978 the Department of Justice/ Federal 
bureau of Investigation releasted numerous files in the, Martin Luther 
King Jr., case to United firess . International ?nd therein stated "...w 
not J$iaw the source of even the smallest amount of money possessed by = 

Ray . . o o cKH"— 3 , attached • ^ 

F. That in August 1978 plaintiff appeared before a "3eL?ct Committee" 
of the U.3. House of Representatives Investigating the, Dr. Martin Luther 
King Jr. homicide. During interrogating of plaintiff a Committee member 
inferred that plaintiff and a Brother, Jerry W. Ray, had robbed In July 1967 
the "Bank of Alton" Illinois, shortly thereafter Jerry Rny appeared at the 
"Bank of Alton" and offered to waive the statute of limitation and stand 


trial far the robbery | the Alton police then informed, Jerry Ray, that he 
had never be- n a suspect In said robbery# EXH— C, attac h ed# 


G. That thereafter the "Select Committee" * government press 
official line was that plaintiff and another Brother , John Ray, robbed 
the "Bale of Alton". a 


H. That the only apparent evidence linking, John L# Ray, t fk the 


"Bank of Alton" robbery is a female witness who saw John* a picture in the 
Alton newspaper ten (1 0) years after said robbery and Identified him on the 
basis that John had White hair & Blue eyes# SXH-D, attached. (John Ray has 


Brown hair & Drown eyes# 


J# That a Justice Department Document dated August 25, 1978, 
evidences (p#l), that the aforementioned "Select Committee" Chief Counsel, 
Robert Blakey, requested that the Department of Justice indict said, John L# 
R-ay, for perjury in order to "convlnco James Earl Ray to testify before the 
Committee". EXH — 3# This Document also states (p#5)i in reference to the 

"B.mk of Alton" "...There is no existing or .anticipated testimony or other 
evidence to link John Ray or James Earl Ray to that robbery". 


X# That Department of Juatice/FBI documents evidence that in 
1968 a, John Eugene Gawron, and F.3.I. informant, informed the F.B.I# 
that Plaintiff and "aiothar person" robbed the “Bank of Alton"! however, 
said Documents also evidence that when the F#B#I« investigated hr# Gawron* s 
accusation the bureau found that the other "person" was in jail at the time 


of said robbery# 

* . 


^ I L# That in a 
for th^St# Louis ?ost-D 


a tel&phone interview with , Charles Boevarthf* a.*eportar 
-Dispatch published on Juna 2b, 1980, Mr# William H« 
Webster, dii*cctor of the F.B.I., stated that there were two similarities 
between the shootings of, Mr. Vernon Jordan -and Dr# Martin Luther King jr. j 
Mr. Webster stating in effect that Jordan <S» King were "stalked" and the 


shootings wore financed by "bank robberies"— implying that John Ray had 
robbed a bank to finance the Vernon Jordan assault, while plaintiff had 
robbed banks to finance the, M *rtln Luther King jr#, assault# .*2XR— F .attached# 


5, That the Bank located In Liberty, IlUnola, that John L. Ray la 
alleged to have robbed van robbed after the, Vernon Joroan, assault, vhloh 
F.B.I. Director Webster knew prior to hie aforementioned telephonic new*- 


oonfecAat# 

6m rhal tht Liberty "Bank" wui robbed approximately aevo (?) hours 
the, Vernon Jordan, assault and since it require, approximately nine 
hours to drive hna Fort Wayne, Indiana, to Liberty, Illinois, it was not 
possible Tor, John L. Say, to have committed both offonaes-as Director 
lobster know before his Poet Dispatch interview. 


7, That the Department of Justice/ F.B.I. in league with 'friendly 
press sources" orchestrating the, Vernon Jordan i Martin Luther King Jr., 
assaults aa described above is a continuing Department of Justice strategy 
of the courts, through false and poisonous allegation in print, 

that the federal government cannot afford for the courts to order a public 
tri^l in tha, Martin Luther Xing •* homicide* 

80 That it is the Department of Justice/ F .L.I. policy to reaolvo the, 
iiartin Luther King Jr., case through accuaatlono locked by then to "friendly 
newspaper contacts", as stated ly former F.B.I. Of lclal, Caxtha Deloach. 
/wCli— 3, attached# 

9, That defendant Baots while an employee of the aforementioned "Select- 
Counlttee” did xaider color of law direct one, Oliver B. Patterson, s 
Oonrittee undercover operator, to purloin material from Plaintiff *e Brother, 
Jerry W. Say, when the opportunity arose, 

10, that said OUver B, Patterson did os or about April 10, 
the "Capitol Rill Quality Inn" Washington, D.C., purloin fron Jerry 

Ray *3 room, at the direction of Defendant Baets, letters and other items 
the property of plaintiff, and after xeroxing same Patterson posted 
copies to defendant Baets ?.0. Box in VIoodriver, Illinois, Kail- G, attached, 

11, That It was the policy of said "delect Committee" 4 Staff members 
Including defendant Baets to hames under color of law plaintiff and 
members of plaintiff's family. EUR— 8, attached. 
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12 » That plaintiff first laamsd of defendant Baats aots refered to 
In Paragraphs 9,10 ft 11 abovs In January 1980 whan the aforementioned 
Ollvar B, Patterson provided plain tiff with a worn af IdaviT/ attesting 


bofora they could Inspect F.B.I. records in the, Kartln Luther King Jr., 
homicide | and in ad ltlon defendant Basts was required to sign an 
instrument stating in effect that ho would in-perpetuity remain aileSt 
about the contents of said P.B.X. records, 

14. That in effect the F.B.I. ft Depart Bent of Justice were In charge of 
said “Select Committee" Investigation^) and that Defendant Baetz Is still 
(acting as a transmitter far Department of Justice propaganda in the, 
i'artln Luther King jr, , htalclde. 

15, That in an interview given the St. louts Post-Dispatch newspaper 
published in the July 22, 1979, edition. Defendant Baota informed the 
Bawspaper that one of plaintiff's family members was an intermediary 
between plaintiff and a, John H. Sutherland, wherein Sutherland payed 
indirectly plaintiff money to assault, Martin iuther King Jr. 

16, That defendants have and ere continuing to act in collusion under ; 
color of law to deprive plaintiff of constitutional ft legal rights 
complained of above. 

17. Ii*t plaintiff will waive the statute-of -limitations ft any protec^on 
he nay lave undar the Treaty he was extradited from Sn gland to the Uiftted 
States in 1968 and stand trial for any of the aforementioned cr. offenses 
that the Department of Justice ft the Department's "friendly news sources" 
have accused plaintiff of providing | however, that the government refrain 
from utilizing convict ft ex-convic-t witnesses from the Kisaouri * Tennessee 
prison system. The plaintiff recognises that the government could obtain 
several hundred Inmates in the Missouri system to testify plaintiff 
expressed an Intent to commit one of the aforementioned cr. offenses, and a 

like figure from Tennessee .prisons' '• to testify pl-intiff "confessed" the 



offenses. 
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13, UUEdTIGNRD P03ED 31 PLAINTIFF tOR 


'DECLARATOR! JUDGMENT" IiBTSSiKIN ATION 5 


(1) Whether the Defendants soling In coisort or singularly 

can in nrlnt libel plaintiff with of 

committed numerous 

wherein US court In the 

I Of libeling thoea convicted of arii'vsa naldi j 

» iq otherwise would Croats an "opm B^.aon ? 

far all who sought to defv&e parsons convicted f 

at' a crine* Slip at* 11# 

(2) Whether the Dep~rtr\ant of Justice can classify all of the 
evldffiico iJi the. Dr* L-rtin Luther King homicide , kjsarv* 

-g^r.^a»Li s£=«‘ 

wmi<n H. h’ebstar, attributed vexious criminal acts to pi lntlff curing 
the 1967-48 period o 

( 3 ) jfettar Dofavicat B-.rtt c-n with legal obt.Un 

lllognlly personal proparty rightfully belonging to pl.dnUff and retain 
aauve# 


19, WITHOUT A n2CMittlTC2J GS THIS LDG.iL aIOHTo 0* PisUHTJP.* 
WILL Bttl 


ILSiUSltf h^l 


( 1 ) subject to civil liability suite where tbo -^orenentlcned 

accusations a* plaintiff way toU the statute of limitation, 

( 2 ) Subject to criminal prosecution there the statute of 
limitations awy be tolled* 

( 3 ) renulroi to eng - 3 * in a multiplicity of U tig '. t Ion, and 

( 1 0 'Jndor T.C.44. 300 . ««# 13 the State of Tonnesr.ee board 
of nerdona and oaroloa hns broad authority to investigate and recelvenew 
exetapatory evidence ’ad make recommeraUtloJis to the Governor In re< jP 0 ° t 
for State prisoners, £&£ *» courts have mrte t 

Ti Plaintiff to petition the State W**» ‘ 

-^r|Le shortly vlth exculpatory evidence | .aowavor , Jf tho ..ar eln 
defaSnnta are permitted periodically to have published malieioua^i 
i'-do 4 ac^ueatlcoa directed at plaintiff ,e,g«, narcotics podgier, 
rot^l, without nrovldlng plaintiff with an opportunity to 
ta tta cSrta, sail -junctions will undoubtedly influence s-alc harden * 

Parolee board adversely toward pi lintlfi • 

'aHEHEFOSB, plaintiff respectfully prays that this court enter judgment 
(Tr^tlng pl'wlntif 1 1 

1 ) a jury trial in all la uoa triable by jury* 


2) That the Department of Justioe apeclfy Just what criminal 
acts, \nd tha evidence to support sane* that tiw Department contends 
ol:iintiff committee prior to his departing the Ihited States in April* 
1963— excepting pLiintiff convictions in courts of law* 


13) Actual damages of $ 2 5 #000 and punitive damages in the amount 
of ^4*000 from Dcfandant Baeta for llbai* md olika amount for violation 
of plaintiff civil rights* || 

4) Such other and further roll of as this court dowlas Just ( ^ * 
proper and on nit able* 


Respectfully submitted 1 James E# Ray* pro se 


j'rwvhy hountnin prison 

?W»ov*®l*37845e 



